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Honorable Jay Dickey
House of Representatives
1338 Longworth Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Dickey:

This is in reply to your letter of February 26, 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents regarding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes to the Commission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating· in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RIC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RiC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents' concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Your constituents'
We expect final
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Mr. Alfred C. Sikes, Chairman
Federal Communication Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, Docket No. 92-235.

Dear Chairman Sikes:

Enclosed are copies ofmany letters I have received from my constituents regarding
Docket No. 92-235, a proposed rulemaking that would apparently reassign certain radio
frequencies essentially in the middle of radio frequencies currently used by radio-controlled
model airplane enthusiasts.

All of these letters from my constituents express concern about the safety impact
that may result if the reassignment of radio frequency goes ahead as proposed. In
particular, the letters point out that many model airplanes are flown in industrial park and
other areas where radio frequency interference by other users is probable. Apparently, the
FCC proposal inserting the new, higher power frequency allocation in the middle of current
radio-controlled model airplane frequencies, may be assigned to mobile sources. Thus, I
am told model airplane operators would have no idea when they may be near interference
with such a frequency. Given frequency tolerance variations, my constituents believe there
will be a high potential for interference and resultant threats to safety.

I urge the Commission staff to fully scrutinize the detailed concerns set forth in
these letters before any fmal rule or frequency reassignment is made.

Thank you for your consideration.

~J~
Jay Dickey

jh
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Dear Mr. Dickey,

The Honorable Jay Dickey
U.S. House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Texarkana Radio Control Flying Club, Inc.
4308 Marcell Circle

Texarkana , Texas 75503

February 15, 1993

---

, ' ; FEB 2 4 1993
/0 UL_______ ...'
-~~

I am writing on behalf of the members of the' Texarkana
Radio Control Flying Club, Inc. We are a local model airplane
club of 50 to 60 members and are chartered by the Academy of
Model Aeronautics, which is headquartered in Reston, Virginia.
Our membership is comprised of Arkansans and Texans,
youngsters-to-retirees, students-to-people of many occupations
and professions, and membership is open to anyone interested in
model aviation as a sport and hobby. Each of us have a common
interest, the building and flying of RADIO CONTROLLED miniature
airplanes. Many of us have been participating in this
hobby/sport for 30 years or more. The club has been in
continuous operation since 1972.

We are very concerned about proposed rules that are being
considered by the Federal Communications Commission under PR
Dock~_,,~~-23~. If adopfed'~"the'se'-p"roposeclrul es wi (1 have a­
very adverse effect on the 'usability of frequencies currently
assigned for model aviation use. The currently assigned
frequencies in the 72 -76 MHz band have been in use for a
relatively short time. Model aviation is currently assigned 50
frequencies. Each of these frequencies is located between
frequencies assigned for commercial users. The proposed rules
will assign two additional commercial frequencies between many
of th~? cur"rent modeC'''~\nd--commercial frequencies. Genel~ally, tht:~

commercial users utilize much more powerful transmissions than
do our equipment, and can cause interference to our adjacent
frequencies. It was never intended that all 50 model
frequencies would be usable at a particular location. Rather,
the intent was that a sufficient number, of clear~

interference-free channels would be available at any locaticm.
We are told that of the current 50 frequencies, only 19 will be
left for our use if the proposed rules are adopted. The FCC
l--Joulcl in efff?ct be "takin<;:,1 back" fr-f?que,nciE's that ~'Jer'e c':\ssiqnf?d
only a few years ago.
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Modelers, the model radio control industry, and the Academy
of Model Aeronautics working
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The Honorable Jay Dickey
U.S. House of Reps.
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Dickey:

[1 \~:- --------------- ._

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Comll1unications C01llmission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce ihe usability of frequencies currelltly assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our r~dio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the
other. '

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a rasul t, IIlClny land mobile froquencies will rnove_91,c;>-
to the radio control,frequenciel3 . andcauseinteI'fere ,'- -

-"~~~~~~~~t~~~.,_;:,~~, ';:'1'''' ~i,:, ", ", -'-.,~.'-".... ~,.~
froquencies will 'bEF'<.fl-f!'ts,~ " •. ". ;

, • ~".;:" : :Y~--:.,....'t~.•_;~ ''ll.fi, .,.- • l~"\"""'_:t.•l{W :..; ". ,,:'r. _~" ~ • ___ _

When we fly our model a1rplanes under,radlocon,7~

great lengths to assure the safety of the' operators 'and'';:oy, .'",
~tnd the protection of prop.erty: Many of our si:\fetyp:re'cra'~_t;P).,~
l/lvolve the careful coord.lnat~on and use of the radlo contro'!,
f t-oquoncios. I f tho numbor of uoabli) froquonc:iolJ :is diminished·aef"_,;·n-.,· .
Pl'oposod by the FCC the romaining frequoncies will bocome congested 'v '~, ~ '''d~
a/lll tho Illc:ll'gin of Hafely will be groatly docroaflocl,

Please understand that Illany model ai.rplanes have wing spans up
La 10 foot and woi<jh <w much as JO or 10 pounch:, Tho models

'lhelll:DtJlves aloe expen::;ive to build; but 11I01'0 to tho point, they are
capablo of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft, We often fly our models at organized events and contest
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure' a safe

•



t,

flying environment.
I.do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the

operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides hours
of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and cont~ibutes to
the advancement and development of the commerc~al aviqtion
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry our its proposals for 'the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,

a~~·~
09.2/ en <~ 7
~~~.,,~.~ r (Jt? 7/fYt

;f/llJJ.If 36.35'1/



February 5, 1993

The Honorable Jay Dickey
u.s. House of Reps.
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Ml-. Dickey:

FEB ' R \C'01

I am- very active in a local club whose members enjoy
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability fOr controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our r~dio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the
othor.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
~plittin0 thAm into nnrrower bandwidths Rnd rearranging the band
plan. As Cl rosul t, many Janel mobile froquencies wi 11 movl~ cJ.oser
to the radio control frequencies and caURe interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
prnAontly avnj,l~hlA for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies wjll be left if these new rules are adopted.

Wh0t1 \"'0 {'Iy out' Illorlnl ;;lirplanoH under radio control, wo go to
rJl"0"t 10nrJthr: to ,1!'~Sl1r0 tho ~;lfety of the op8rators 0ncl bystanders
dJl(l tlio proLucL,ion 01 proporty. Mdny of our H(\foLy l)/()Ci\tlLio1l8
i nvol v 0. til e c ,"I ref u leoonl ina t ion Ct n d use 0 £ t 11 e t' i;l. d ..i. u c; 0 11 t r 0 1
frequencies. I f the number of usable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC the remaining frequencies will become congested
and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

P10ilS0 unrlArstnnd that many model airplanes have wing spans up
1:0 10 foot ,111rl woi C]h .-1f; 1Il1H-;h .. s ]0 or ,10 pounds. Tho models

. UlOlIl:-;;elves arc oxpensive La build; but lIloro to tho point, they are
capable of causing pt'opol'Ly damage, sel'lous injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of tho
craft. We often fly OUi' llIodels at organil:ed events and contest
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure' a safe
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flying environment.
I.do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the

operating conditions of land mobile radio users ilt the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides hours
of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to
the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowi~g the FCC to carry our its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,

~~
S"9 Zt ;{j~//;;;A(()tU( 7

!Jr
7 (t(l{tj
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The Honorable Jay Dickey
U.S. House of Reps.
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Dickey:

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use. and increase the risk of accide~ts and attendant
liability for controlling mOdel airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our r.adio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the
other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19'
frequenc~es will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders
and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frAqUp.nciel'l. Tf tho numbor of usablo frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC the remain{ng frequencies will become congested
and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contest
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure' a safe



flying enVil"Ol1l1lent.
I.do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the

operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides hours
of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to
the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry our its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,
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February 5, 1993

The Honorable Jay Dickey
U.S. House of Reps.
Washington, D.C. 20515 /

Dear Mr. Dickey:

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy
constructing and operating radio controlled model airp~anes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for

. model use and increase the risk of accidents and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the
other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer
to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to
great lengths to assure tho safety of the operators and bystanders
and the protect ion of prapert y. Many of our sa f et y precautions
invalve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of uaable frequencies is diminished as
proposed by the FCC the remaining frequencies will become congested
and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased~

. Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contest
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure' a safe



flying environment.
I.do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve ttie

operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models dnd in our radio equipment. The hobby p~ovides hours
of enjoyment to thousands of people like my~elf and contributes to
the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry our its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
banel.
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February 5, 1993

The Honorable Jay Dickey
U.S. House of Reps.
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Dickey:

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accidehts and attendant
liability for controlling modei airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
This band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. Howevor, our radio contra] frequencies in this band
are far enough apart from th"e land mobile frequencies that we have
been able to share the band without either use interfering with the
other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closar
to the radio control frequ~ncies and cause interference to radio
control operations. I am told that of the 50 frequencies that are
presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our lI\od(~l i:Iirpll:lneg under [Hello cOIILrol, we go to
great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders
and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions
involvo the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frf-lqtlflllci es . Tf tlH~ IlUlI1/)<H" of usable frequencies is dirni n ished as
proposed by the FCC the l'!,)Il1i:1 in ing frequencies wi 11 become conges tec!
and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up
tn 10 f(.')(''lt rtnd weiqh (IS milch as :10 or 40 pounds. Tile models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contest
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
hIll complement of r,Hho frequencies in order to assure' a safe



flying environment.
I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the

opei'ating conditions of land mobile radio users at' the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides hours
of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to
the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the FCC to carry our its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
band.
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The Honorable Jay Dickey
U.S. House of Reps.
Washington, D.C. 20515

DeiU- Mr. Dickey:

I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently
under consideration by the Federal COlllmunications COlllmission (FCC).
The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for
model use and increase the risk of accid~~ts and attendant
liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio cont.rol frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band.
'l'his band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch
operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this band
are far enough apart [rom Uie land mobile frequencies that we have
buen dble to ~;II<:trl'~ tIJe j);ltl(l without cit:h,~r usc intorfp.ring with the
other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
.c;plitting th(~rn into l1.:lrrowor ha.nd...,.iclths and rearranging the band
plall. As a result, lIl.:..tIIY L.llHJ lIIubile fn;}{lUenc.:ius willlllUVO cl050.1'
to thH radio control frequencies and Ci:ll.we illl.cl:lul'ullce to t'i.ldiu
c.: 0 II t I' 0 lopera t 1011 S . I a III L0 1 c.1 tlw t 0 f t 11 e 50 f r uq u u n c i est Ita tar 0

pn~sently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19
frequencies will be left if these n8\.... rules ,u·e <:ldQpted.

When \'Ie fly our II1odu1 airplanes undel' radio control, we go La
~Jl·p.at l('!nqths to clssuro the safety of the Opol'uton, Clnu bystandors
and the protection of property. Mc\l:lY of our safely prucaulions
:i nvolvn tho caro rul coonl.ln':ltion .:111<1 uso of thn radio control
ft-equenc ies . I f the nUlllbo r of usabl e f l·equenc ies is dimi ni shed as
proposed by the FCC the remaining frequencies will become congested
and the margin of safety will be gre.:ltly decreased.

Please understand that lIlany model airplanes h.:lve wing spans up
to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models
themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are
capable of causing property damage, serious injury, or even death
if radio interference causes the operator to lose control of the
cra~t. We often fly our models at organized events and contest
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our
full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure' a safe



/
flying environment.

I.do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the
operating conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of
radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
oS business users of radios, but we have a considerable investment
in our rnodals tlnc1 in our radio equipment. Tho hobby provides hours
of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to
the advancement and deve16pment of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoymont of my pastimo by.
not allowing the FCC to carry our its proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz
banel.

Sincerely,



The Honorable Jay Dickey
U. S. House ofRepresentatives
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Mr. Dickey,

'/
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I ~,\ FEB 2 2 1993
',;'\ ': .

;d\i L .-.. ------- -_. -__ . _

!'....__.r_. .. .-._,.~ .---...;:

January 31 1993

I am an avid radiocootrol model airplane enthusiast. I have had an interest in model
planes for over 21 years. I am the past president ofthe local model airplane club that is
chartered by the Academy ofModel Aeronautics, a national organi7ation. Our club bas
12 members, most ofwbich regularly enjoy building and operating radio controlled
model airplanes.

I am vet)' concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the
Federal Communications CommiSlri.on. The preceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If

"adopted, the new roles will greatly reduce the usability offrequencies currently assigned
for model use and increase the risk ofaccidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio control frequencies in this
band are far enough apart from the land mobile ftequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interfering with the other.

I own 2 pieces ofradio equipment that would be lDlusable ifthis frequency assignment is
adopted. Ifyou take the usable 49 aircraft frequencies and compress this traffic into
only 20 slots, you could well imagine some oftbe problems it would cause.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the
safety ofthe operators and bystanders and the protection ofproperty. One special
precaution that our club must take is to monitor the local aircraft frequency on NAV
COM to be alert for any incoming full-size planes, since we fly at the Camden Municipal
Airport. Some ofour other precautions involve the careful coordination and use ofradio
control frequencies. Ifthe number ofusable frequencies is diminished as proposed by
the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become more congested and the margin ofsafety
will be greatly decreased. The proposal by the FCC will put some ofthe commercial
frequencies so close to ours that a strong signal from a neighboring signal could interfere
with our planes and cause the model pilot to lose control ofhis aircraft. Could you
imagine the problems that an incident such as this could cause at a working airport?

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as
much as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build, but they are
capable ofcausing property damage, serious injury, or even death ifradio interference

. causes the operator to lose control ofthe craft. We often fly our models at organized
events, airshows, and contests where hundreds ofoperators participate. We need the use
ofour full complement ofradio frequencies to assure a safe fl~g environment.



~\•

I DO NOT think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of
mobile radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think. we
are as important as business users ofradios, but we have a considerable investment in our
models and in our radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours ofenjoyment to
thousands ofpeople like myselfand contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

Albert Nussey



FEB 22 1993
The Honorable Jay Dickey : .
1338 Longworth Office Building
Washington, Q.C. 20515 l

Dear Mr. Dickey:

-:':-~--;::-'--::--f February 15, 1993
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I am the president of Model Aviators of South Arkansas which is a
group of model airplane fliers in the EI Dorado area.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under
consideration by the Federal Communications Commission-(FCC). The
proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will greatly
reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling
model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band
is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations. However,
our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without
either user interfering with the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting
them into narrower bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result,
many l~nd mobile frequencies will move closer to the radio control
frequencies and cause interference to radio control oper~tions. I am told
that of th 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of
model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are
adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great
lengths to assure the safety of the operators and bystanders and the
protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of
usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining
frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety will be greatly
decreased. . .

Please understand that many model airplanes ha~e wing spans~c)"f;,tupi;,-
10 feet and weigh as much as 30 or 40 pounds. The~modelsfh~~set~~1~.
expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of causing, """~'\~
property damage, serious inju ry, or even death if radio interference causes'·;'
the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fly our models at
organized events and contests where hundreds of operators participate. We
need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure
a safe flying environment.

I do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important as business users of
radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the advancement and development of
the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by not
allowing the FCC to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.

Sincerely,



MICHAEL S. HARRISON

SOG-T MAIN IITREET - SOUTHWEST PLAZA

HOT"SPRINGS. ARKANSAS 71913

501/623-7880

FEB 241~

February 19, 1993

The Honorable Jay Dickey
United States House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515-0404

Dear Mr. Dickey:

Thank you for responding to my letter regarding the proposed FCC
changes. I appreciate the many varied and difficult daily
decisions you must make, and I understand how a conyersation with
the FCC might go regarding their wish to'restructure the
frequencies, but I assure you that the information you received
from them was both grossly inaccurate and trivialized.

This is a serious and major decision that is being made. The radio
control industry is a multi-million dollar industry that is very
sophisticated and challanging. It is educational for millions of
youngsters from 8 to 88, and I urge you to reconsider.

Regarding "where" we fly, many, many radio control(R/C) clubs are,
in fact, in industrial parks! Ours is located in Mid-America
Industrial Park in Hot Springs. Besides that, these frequencies
are designated as mobile. That means they can be anywhere,
anytime. Therefore, we, the RIC fliers, are not safe anywhere.

I am enclosing more literature to better inform you .of the serious
nature of the proposed FCC changes. Also, I strongly urge you to
visit our national headquarters at 1810 Samuel Morse Drive, Reston,
Virginia. This is the Academy of Model Aeronautics, with over
100,000 members. Vince Mankowski is the executive director of the
A.M.A. Please give him a call at (703)435-0750 anytime from 8 a.m.
to 5 p.m. weekdays. .

Again, I urge you to reconsider this very important matter. Feel
free to call me at any time. My numbers are (501)262-2428 (home)
or (501)623-7880 (office).

Sincerely,

Michael S. Harrison



January 28, 1993

The Honorable Mr. Dickey
U. S. House of Reps.
Washington, DC 20515

FEB 24.
Dear Sirs:

I am very interested in the radio ~~ntroi:h.Oibby,-particularlyin
building and flying radio control airplanes. I am very opposed to the
proposed rule changes contained in PR Docket 92-235.

We already share our radio control frequencies on the 72-76 MHz band
with private land mobile dispatch operations, but the current separation
between the channels and the R/C community buying all new radios with
narrower channels has prevented interference up till now.

PR Docket 92-235 will put other services on frequencies much closer to
(and some in between) our radio control frequencies. These new channels will
be closer than what even the newest radio control equipment is designed to
filter out, and will cause a large number of our radio control channels to
become unusable for safety reasons.

Safety is a prime concern in the radio control hobby. The planes we fly
often have wing spans of 10 or more feet, and can weigh 30 or 40 pounds.
They can cause serious injuries and/or damage if interference causes the
operator to lose control of the plane. Of the only 50 channels we have for
radio control now, I understand that only 19 will be safely usable if this
action is taken. Only having 19 channels will also mean more congestion and
accidents even without interference since all the participants will have to
fit into these channels, placing many people on the same frequency.

The radio control community has already had to replace it's equipment
with newer, narrow-band radios to allow more people to use the frequencies
with greater safety. This proposal will decrease safety in two ways:
increased interference rendering channels unusable, and increased crowding on
the remaining channels. This will greatly reduce the enjoyment I find in the
hobby, and put my sizeable investment in it at risk.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by not allowing
this proposal to be implemented.

Sincerely,

/+~~



The Honorable Mr. Dickey
U. S. House of Reps.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Sirs:

: .' \\.:
, .. \_.

--

January 28, 1993

I am very interested in the radio control hobby, particularly in
building and flying radio control airplanes. I am very opposed to the
proposed rule changes contained in PR Docket 92-235.

We already share our radio control frequencies on the 72-76 MHz band
with private land mobile dispatch operations, but the current separation
between the channels and the RIC community buying all 'new radios with··
narrower channels has prevented interference up till now.

PR Docket 92-235 will put other services on frequencies much closer to
(and some in between) our radio control frequencies. These new channels will
be closer than what even the newest radio control equipment is designed to
filter out, and will cause a large number of our radio control channels to
become unusable for safety reasons.

Safety is a prime concern in the radio control hobby. The planes we fly
often have wing spans of 10 or more feet, and can weigh 30 or 40 po~nds.

They can cause serious injuries and/or damage if interference causes the
operator to lose control of the plane. Of the only 50 channels we have for
radio control now, I understand that only 19 will be safely usable if this
action is taken. Only having 19 channels will also mean more congestion and
accidents even without interference since all the participants will have to
fit into these channels, placing many people on the same frequency.

The radio control community has already had to replace it's equipment
with newer, narrow-band radios to allow more people to use the frequencies
with greater safety. This proposal will decrease safety in tw~ ways:
increased interference rendering channels unusable, and increased crowding .on ... :
the remaining channels. This will greatly reduce the enjoyment I find::ir1::·the;ft', ,;,
hobby, and put my sizeable investment in it at risk. "~',;:'.- ."

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by not allowing
this proposal to be implemented.



The Honorable Mr. Dickey
U. S. House of Reps.
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Sirs:

January 28, 1993
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FEB2A.

I am very interested in the radio control hobby, particularly in
building and flying radio control airplanes. I am very opposed to the
proposed rule changes contained in PR Docket 92-235.

We already share our radio control frequencies on the 72-76 KHz band
with private land mobile dispatch operations, but the current separation
between the channels and the R/C community buying all new radios with
narrower channels has prevented interference up till now.

PR Docket 92-235 will put other services on frequencies much closer to
(and some in between) our radio control frequencies. These new channels will
be closer than what even the newest radio control equipment is designed to
filter out, and will cause a large number of our radio control channels to
become unusable for safety reasons.

Safety is a prime concern in the radio control hobby. The planes we fly
often have wing spans of 10 or more feet, and can weigh 30 or 40 pounds.
They can cause serious injuries and/or damage if interference causes the
operator to lose control of the plane. Of the only 50 channels we have for
radio control now, I understand that only 19 will be safely usable if this
action is taken. Only having 19 channels will also mean more congestion and
accidents even without interference since all the participants will have to
fit into these channels, placing many people on the same frequency.

The radio control community has already had to replace it's equipment
with newer, narrow-band radios to allow more people to use the frequencies
with greater safety. This proposal will decrease safety in two ways:
increased interference rendering channels unusable, and increased crowding on
the remaining channels. This will greatly reduce the enjoyment I find in the
hobby, and put my sizeable investment in it at risk.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my hobby by not allowing
this proposal to be implemented.

Sincerely, :'-':....



Dear Mr. Dickey:

February 17, 1993

Honorable Jay Dickey
Longworth Building
Washington, D. C. 20515
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I am ve~y concerned about the eff'ect~.~,of:P~~J>,~~k;·<$1r·
concern1ng frquency restructuring~#~rMl~0~D,0: model aircraft le~ to a care,~;~!~i~~
f1fty years and cont1nues today ....::~~i>\<ifr.~~.i

~~~~:tXt.-,., _." ;~~¥~\i;:>. .- .._'_
I, as well as many others who pursue this'ho .. ,.~·;)a
considerable amount of money invested' and We"··"a·rE!:~.ve.1'~',_ " ' ,.'n .. " '. ,;'-"
that our equipment will be rendered useles.s and/or;'dangefot:ls.2;:%::;;Jc~;:"ti":
Since the proposed frequencies are so closely·".spaced ;':':::, .. ">'~" :"~ .
interference is bound to occur and cause the ',"destruction" of - .-£

expensive airplanes, engines, and radio equ'ipment. These' )
models can travel at rather high speeds and loss of control
could cause additional property damage and even personal
injury.

Please do not let Big Business trample the little guy again.
There are endless frequencies in the much higher bands that
could be adapted to the uses in Mobile Land Service.

Sincerely:

AR 72076


